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Tell Us Your...

Name
Affiliation

Interest in participating in the Task Force
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Getting Up To Speed
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CRZTF Purpose

Recommendlevelopment standardgo incorporate into the Cambridge
Zoning Ordinance Iin theear term

Focus Areas
A Flooding from sea level rise, storm surge, precipitation
A Temperature & urban heat island effect

Contributing Work

A Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment (CCVA)

A Climate Change Preparedness & Resilience (CCPR) plans
A Urban Forest Master Plan (UFMP)
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Process So Far

Januaryc March 2019

A Climate resilience plans & studies
A Zoning basics

April ¢ September 2019

A Flooding & heat impacts
A Task Force principles & objectives

October 20193 March 2020

A Potential zoning strategies
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Principles to Guide Zoning Strategies

=

Focus ompeople, communities, & equity

Account fordifferentiation & choice

Balance strategies to addressw construction & existing
development

Useperformancebased standardsas well aprescriptive standards
Allow flexibility in changing circumstances

Support actions witlto-benefits

Seekeffectiveness

Make decisions based dest available data & science
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Land Use & Development Objectives

1. Elevate & floodproof 8. Use reflective surfaces

2. Design to recover 9. Promote passive resilience

3. Green infrastructure 10.Shelter in emergencies

4. Preserve vegetation 11.Create emergency plans

5. Create vegetation 12.Implement areawide strategies
6. Limit paved areas 13.Produce cebenefits

/. Provide shading
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Potential Zoning Approaches

1. Define Standards fdflood & Heat Resilience

2. Incentivize Improvement bReducing Impediments
Current Zoning

3. Apply Standards throughroject Review Special Permit

4. Apply Standards througBuilding & Site Plan
Requirements

5. Apply Standards througBase Zoning

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Survey Results



About the Survey

Input onpreferences for potential range of zoning recommendations

Level of supporon a scale of 1 to 5:
A 1 =very strong reservation$ighly unlikely to support
A 3 =some reservation@and/or need for minor modifications or

clarification before supporting
A 5= thighly likely to support

Openended commenton outstanding issues/concerns

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Survey Results

16 out of 20Task Force members responded to the survey

Revealedtrong supportfor a majority of the 17 potential approaches:

A Very few to no reservations =
A Some reservations Zrecommendations
A Very strong reservationsGrecommendations!

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Category 1. Define Standards for Flood & Heat
Resllience

1B:Flood Resilient Definition
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Defining Flood Elevations

50-year (2070xlimate
projections

Probabilities10% (16year)
& 1% (106year)

Elevations by parceNot
only based on map area

Updated periodicallybased
on new modeling
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h CDCTA
UNDERSTAI
Public Works

NDING FLOOD RI

ve
SKS &

PROTECTING YOUR PROPERTY

[ selected Parcel [ Buidings

Parcel Boundary [l Extent of Flooding - 2070 - 100-Year Precip

Use this tool to help

11t The Flood Viewer

for the Cs

s i that projected

g specific strategies. The C
the Flood Viewer

but involve:

1

ranges of uncertainty. Tt

ensure that our

fforts continue to reflect

local clmate change. Please contact

Address:

197 Vassal Ln

Map-Lot: 260-80

A\ FloodViewer

S22 City of Cambridge, MA

(Elevations in ft-CCB')

Flood Elevation Data

Minimum Ground Elevation: 169
Maximum Ground Elevation: 286
2070 100-Year SLR/SS Flooding: 225
2070 100-Year Precipitation Flooding: 241
2070 10-Year SLR/SS Flooding: 221
2070 10-Year Precipitation Flooding: 226
2030 100-Year Precipitation Flooding: 239
2030 10-Year Precipitation Flooding: 222
Present Day 100-Year Precipitation Flooding:  23.5
Present Day 10-Year Precipitation Flooding: 219
FEMA 100-year Flood Elevation: N/A
FEMA 500-year Flood Elevation: 224

The Flood Viewer has been
developed as an informational
tool for the Cambridge community
to assess climate change threats
from flooding and to prepare for it

by implementing specific strategies.

Use this tool to help understand
the risk of flooding to your property
and how to protect against it.

Learn more at:
CambridgeMA.gov/FloodViewer

specific to

|
Flood Elevation Legend (feet-CCB):

2070 100 YR SLR/SS = 22.5"

FEMA 500 YR = 22.4'

2070 10 YR SLR/SS = 22.0'

2070 5 YR SLR/SS = 21.6"

2070 100 YR PRECIP = 20.0'
I 2030 100 YR PRECIP = 19.2"

FEMA 100 YR = DRY (18.7)
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Defining Flood Resilience

Build to 2070 10% long
term flood elevation

Protect to2070 10%
long-term flood elevation

Recover fron2070 1%
long-term flood elevation

Cambridge Community Development Department

Elevate bul
2070 109%T

dings or gradabove

~E & vulnerable uses

above 1%

-E

Dry-floodproof most usable
spacedelow 10%L.TFE &
vulnerable uses between 10%

& 1%LTFE

Wet-floodproof most usable
spacedetween 10% & 1%TFE
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RESIDENTIAL

Residential

HOUSING MUST BE
ELEVATED

GARAGE LEVELS CAN
BE FLOODPROOFED OR
FLOODABLE

ELEVATE OR PROTECT

UTILITIES AND MAJOR
EQUIPMENT

RESIDENTIAL

RESIDENTIAL

LOBBY / FITNESS

-_—TTTETTTETTTETTT T T L .

Mixed-Use
Residential

HOUSING MUST BE
ELEVATED

COMMERCIAL OR
RETAIL USES CAN BE
FLOODPROOFED

ELEVATE OR PROTECT

UTILITIES AND MAJOR
EQUIPMENT

RESIDENTIAL

RESIDENTIAL

RESIDENTIAL

PARKING

NONRESIDENTIAL

Mixed-Use
Commercial

OFFICE USES CAN
FLOODPROOFED

COMMERCIAL OR RETAIL
USES CAN BE
FLOODPROOFED

ELEVATE OR PROTECT

UTILTIES AND CHEMICAL
STORAGE

COMMERCIAL

Mixed-Use
Industrial

OFFICE USES CAN
FLOODPROOFED

COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL
OR RETAIL USES CAN BE
FLOODPROOFED

ELEVATE OR PROTECT
UTILTIES AND MAJOR
EQUIPMENT AND
CHEMICAL STORAGE

COMM.
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Why This Approach?

A Standards based datest science

A Different standardsfor different levels of risk (e.g., residential,
critical systems, commercial)

AChoice & flexibilityA Yy K2 ¢ (2 AGLINPOSOUOE 2 NJ

A Could be applied taew construction or conversionsf existing
built space

Cambridge Community Development Department 18



1A: Flood Elevation Definitions

Likes:

A Based orbest-available data& regularlyupdatedfuture projections
A Setssite-specific standardsrather than imposing a citywide requirement.

Reservations:

A Shouldupdate FloodViewer regularlyo reflect changes in infrastructure;

A Need toeducate property ownern how to use FloodViewer & what its implications are;
A Terms likex B[z ¢ GcBuéd be improved upon & better defined:;

A Need to understand impact on flood insurance rates;

A Projections should be for 50 years in the futumet tied to 2070specifically;

A Critical facilities may need greater protection.

Cambridge Community Development Department
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1B: Flood Resilient Definition

Likes:

A Addresses the safety tiie most critical areas of a buildingspecially residential areas;
A Defines new termsn a straightforward way.

Reservations:

Need toclarify the differences between "flood proof* and "flood resilient;"
More appropriate for theState Building Codéhan zoning regulations;
Need to specifyvhich requirements apply to which parts of a building

Lobbies& other places that provide emergency access in & out of buildihgsld be built
above the 1%4.TFE

Shouldonly apply to residential usesnot all buildings;

Clarify if this will apply only toew constructionor whether allexisting buildinggincluding
historical buildings) will be evaluated by these standards.

o T  To To To I

Cambridge Community Development Department 20



Defining Heat Resilience

Tree canopy

Green roofs

Planting areas

Structural shading / High-SRI materials

O

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Traditional Cool Factor
Zoning

setback requirement

open space requirement

min 50% permeability _
_ trees near public realm
min 15'x15' usable open space

Cambridge Community Development Department 22



Why This Approach?

A Qualitative metricsfor cooling dovetail with current quantitative
zoning standards (e.g., setbacks, open space)

A Menu of design interventions providtexibility & adaptability
to different types of sites

A lmprovements benefithe site & the surrounding area

Cambridge Community Development Department
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1C: Heat Resilient Definition (i.e. Cool Factor)

Likes:

A Flexibility in strategieghat can be used (performandeased standard);
A Potential toincrease cooling of ambient air temperatureompared to current zoning;
A Requirement fomhite roofs.

Reservations:

A Questions remain aboutow the Cool Target will be achieved
o Should it vary by zoning district &/or land use type?
o Should it focus on heat islands?
o Should there be exemptions for certain types of development?

A There arenot enough optionso make this a true performance standard;
A Preference for &reen Factor approaghalone or in combination with the Cool Factor;
A Need toregularly evaluatethe Cool Factor's effectiveness

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Category 2. Incentivize Improvement by
Reducing Impediments in Current Zoning

2E: Allowbasement exclusiofirom Gross Floor Area limitations if the building is
certified to be Flood Resilient

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Why This Approach?

A Allowing improvements asf-right reduces cost & uncertainty
for property owners

A Can apply to botmew & existing development
A Incentive approach givetexibility & choice

A Prescriptive standardsork in tandemwith performancebased
standards (e.g. Cool Factor)

Cambridge Community Development Department
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2A: Exclude shaded open areas from
dimensional limitations

Likes:

A Incentivizes shade canopyhile addressing realities of density in the City;

A Adds more usable spade constrained sites;
A Support forAlternative A(exclude height) &/oB (require highSRI or PV surface).

Reservations:

A Concerns aboutcreasing height and decreasing setbagks

A Alternative B could create aadditional regulatory barrierthat conflicts with the
performancebased approach of the Cool Factor;

A Acostbenefit analysis is necessaty determine where the added GFA would be most
beneficial to the City.

Cambridge Community Development Department
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2B Allow stairs/ramps In front setbacks as-
right for Flood Resillient buildings

Likes:

A Reduces regulatory barrieio addressing elevation differences;
A Offers flexibility, includingaddressing accessibility;
A Provides more usable spacespecially on small lots.

Reservations:

A Does notdiscourage buildingn flood-prone areas;

A Does not allow fodesign review
A Should also apply tewindow wellsandside setbacks

Cambridge Community Development Department
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2C: Exclude Functional Green Roof Area from
GFA & height limitations asf-right in all cases

Likes:

A Reduces regulatory and cost barrieis green roofs;
A Encourages a positive, productive use of roofs with maryesefits.

Reservations:

A The ability to convert a roof into a green rdasfnot accessible to all

A Green roofshould not result imeduced open space at ground leyel

A Add an additional incentive fgublic accesso rooftop "parks;"

A There will be a need for administrative review2 ¥ | £ f 3INBSY NRB2FaQ LI
plans.
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2D: Exclude headhouses for accessing usable
roof space from height limitations

Likes:

A Encourages green roofsndcreates more usable space;

A Removes a regulatory barrido providing an element of sustainable design.
Reservations:

A Shouldonly be for green roofs
A Must show headhouses iplanssubmittedto the BZA and Planning Board:;

A Concern abouhegative impacts on neighborgspecially noise;
A Should havesome type of height limit

Cambridge Community Development Department
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2E: Allow basement exclusion from GFA
limitations If building is Flood Resilient

Likes:

A This is a good incentiver both residential and nonrresidentialbuildings;
A Removes GFA limitsn goodfaith efforts to protect building occupants.

Reservations:

A Unclearmeaning and applicability;

A Concern withcostburdening property owners

A Potential toenable thedevelopment of lesghan-suitable parcels

A Buildings should have to meet the Flood Resilient standétttbut incentives;

A Contradicts the goals of the 2016 Basement Zoning charmyediscouraging maximum use
of building space to increase housing supply.

Cambridge Community Development Department
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2F: Allow building height increase when
building Is raised to be Flood Resilient

Likes:

A Encourages the building @ibod-resilient buildingsusing an appropriate incentive;
A Allowsflexibility based on site conditions;
A Offers arelatively simple and inexpensive optiofor property owners.

Reservations:

A Will result innon-uniformity within a district;

A Mightincrease construction costsy having developers turn to using steel framing;

A Shouldonly apply to existing buildingsnot to new construction or significant renovations;
A Potential toenable thedevelopment of lesghan-suitable parcels

A May becontradictory to urban design, historic preservation, & accessibitiyals.

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Category 3: Apply Standards through Project
Review Special Permit

3B: IncludeResilience Objectivem Section 19.30 Citywide Urban Design
Objectives

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Resilience Narrative

Analysis ofong-term flood & heat projections

Detaileddescription of mitigating measuresncluding floodbrotective
designfeatures, passive survivability, shading & other design features to
reduce heat insid& outside of the building (including on public realm),
recovery plans, emergencganagement plans

Cool Factorcalculations & qualitative description of what approaches
were used

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Resilience Objective

G.dAf RAY3IAa FyR aAiGsa |
floodingandK S I (1 ®§

Incorporated intoPlanning Board review & findings

Potential indicators

AaSSUAyYy3I GCft22R wSa
AaSSUAyYy3 al SO wSaa
A Passive survivability;

A Recovery & emergency management plans.

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Why This Approach?

A Qualitative, holistic review procesgbut limited number of cases)

A More thoroughconsideration of context & sitespecific factors allowing for
different approaches

A Considerslesign & programmatic approachés.g., recovery planning,
emergency response)

A Opportunity toweigh cobenefits & tradeoffsof development decisions

Cambridge Community Development Department 36



3A: Require Resllience Narrative for Project
Review Special Permits

Likes:

A Requires that climate is accounted for in ghlanning & design of new buildings
A Gives Planning Board & City stabre informationwith which to analyze proposals.

Reservations:

A Couldburden small & midsized property ownersas well agffordable housing developers
A Cannot replacerescriptive standardsespecially for large projects;
A Reviewing these narratives colfttrease the administrative burden of City staff

A Theevaluation of these narratives is uncled there are no requirements beside the Cool
Factor accompanying this.
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3B: Include Resilience Objectives in Citywide
Urban Design Objectives

Likes:

A Provides guidancéo developers & designers as well as the Planning Board;
A Clear standards highlight timportance of resilient design

Reservations:

A Needs to bémplemented after Resilience Narrativis implemented:

A Couldaddtime, cost, & riskto projects thatmight have unintentionahegative impacts on
small projects & housing development

A Couldconflict with other objectives(e.g., 19.31(2), 19.32(1));

A Terms are vague and allow too mudom for interpretation from reviewers.

Cambridge Community Development Department 38



Category 4: Apply Standards through Building
& Site Plan Requirements

4C: IncluddPrescriptive Heat Resilience Requiremel¥srious options)

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Building & Site Plan Requirements

Applicable to new projects @5,000 SFflike Green Building Review)
Conformance based grerformance metrics
Administrativereview & certification process

Existing buildingsannot be altered to make them less conforming (or
could berequired to improve)

Planning Board may approweodifications by special permit

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Performance vs. Prescriptive

Performance Approaches Prescriptive Approaches
Adt N2PUOSOUkwSO2 @S NE A MinishiMBde Ql&nting @ front yard
Flood Resilience landscaping requirements (Section 19.55)
AdG/ 22t CIF OG2NE | LILNRihinQuk vegedation Sdndards in open
Resilience space requirements (Section 19.59)

A Different options to arrive at results A Required shading of paved areas &/or
high-SRI materials.
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Why This Approach?

A Parallels other performance standards (Green Building Review)
A Allows foradministrative review of midsized projects

A Focuses on limited number of cases but covers a significant amount of
development

A Performancebased approacltan account for sitéy-site differentiation
and choice

A Providesmultiple co-benefits (e.g., open space, urban design, stormwater
management)
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4A: Include Flood Resilience Performance
Requirement in Section 19.50

Likes:

A Flexibility of performancebased standards;
A Allowing exceptions or modifications Byanning Board special permit

A Could be tied into commissioningequired for certain sustainability rating systems to
eliminatethe need for additional administrative review.

Reservations:

A Would only work ienforcement, standards, & criteria for complian@e very clear;
A Could addadditional cost & hurdlego development;
A Concern withallowing the Planning Board to waive requirements

Cambridge Community Development Department
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4B: Include Heat Resilience Performance
Requirement in Section 19.50

Likes:

A Allowing certain projects to shotCool Score Improvementtather than meet the Cool
Target;
A Performancebased standardsicrease design choicdsr developers;

A Could be tied into commissioningequired for certain sustainability rating systems
to eliminatethe need for additional administrative review.

Reservations:

A Ability to meet the requiremenacross multiple lotsvould be helpful but difficult to track;
A Monitoring performancebased standards couldcrease compliance costs
A Concern thamid-sized projects could slip througtie requirements.
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4C: Include Prescriptive Heat Resilience
Requirements

Likes:

A Allows the Planning Board sppprove modifications by special permit
A Providesuniform and clear best practiceshile still allowing flexibility.

Reservations:

A City shouldset a minimum vegetation coverage

A Requirements should be differentiatedy location;

A Requiring specific practicesnflicts with the Cool Factor

A Shouldprioritize shadingover reflective surfaces;

A Need to create incentives fgarage parkingather than surface parking.

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Category 5. Apply Standards through Base
Zoning

5A: AddFlood Resilience Requiremetd Base Zoning (Article 5.000)

5B: IncorporatdHeat Resilience Performance Standaf@ool Factor) in
Base Zoning

5C: Incorporatddeat Resilience Prescriptive StandanasBase Zoning
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. FaSt AySeé 5SOSt 2LIYSY

Applies to all new development small & large, including additions
& alterations

Interacts with other baseline standard@&.g., open space, setbacks,
parking)

OEAAUGAY T anr i S a0 202Td2f NafciieRSTtolly readisé 2 v
special permits (if authorized) or variances

Could be irbase district standards or an overlay distriatith specific
boundaries (e.g., Flood Plain Overlay)
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FaStAYSE 5SOSt 2LIYSY

Possibilities:
A Expanded overlay district with prescriptive flood standards

A Incorporate Cool Factor into minimum Open Space standards (Section
5.22) &/or parking lot landscaping (Section 6.48.1)

A Include more prescriptive standards for vegetation in Open Space,
shading &/or highSRI materials in parking areas

48
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Why This Approach?

A Coversall new development & significant alteration® existing
buildingsc broadest impact

A Creates a&itywide, prescriptivebased standardhat could be tailored
by land use or geography

A If included in base zoningan be tailored to requirements by district

Cambridge Community Development Department
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5A: Add Flood Resilience Requirement to Base
Zoning (Article 5.000)

Likes:

A Ensures thaevery building contributeso making Cambridge more resilient;

A Allows the City tgrovide guidance & seexpectations

A Establishing anverlay districtlike the Flood Plain Overlay District is the best approach;
A Allowsmodifications by special permit

Reservations:

A Could put adisproportionate burdenon ownersof smaller properties;

A Create an overlay distriaisingFloodVieweinstead;

A Anoverlay district will not workgiven the dynamic character of flood elevations;
A Properties that are not at risk of floodirstnould not have to be certified
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5B: Incorporate Heat Resilience Performance
Standards (Cool Factor) in Base Zoning

Likes:

A Application toparking lots
A Citywide standardsn base zoning ensure that everyone contributes to resilience;

A Allowsmodifications by special permit

Reservations:

A Should createn overlay districtto target heat islands;

A Ensure that these requirements anet too onerous on owners of smaller properties
A May needdifferentiation among land use types

A Concern withintegration with Cool Factar

A Potentialfor burdensome costshat would impact housing production.
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5C: Incorporate Heat Resllience Prescriptive
Standards in Base Zoning

Likes:

A Using scienceased best practices to set a baseline standard;
A Potentialprescriptive standards for parking lots
Reservations:

A Limited impactof prescriptive standards due to insufficient monitoring & enforcement;
A Concern withintegration with Cool Factar

A Should allonmodifications by special permit

A Preference for gerformancebased approach

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Next Steps

Today:

A Review additional Cool Factor analysis
A Discuss general support for Cool Factor approach, additional thoughts

Later Meetings:

A Update/refine full set of recommendations based on feedback
A Discuss general support for recommendations as a whole



Cool Factor Analysis



Traditional Cool Factor
Zoning

setback requirement

open space requirement

min 50% permeability _
_ trees near public realm
min 15'x15' usable open space
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Layering of Strategies Allows for Flexibility

high-SRI paving high-SRI paving +

turf

Cambridge Community Development Department

high-SRI paving +
turf +

planting area +
medium tree

high-SRI paving +
turf +

planting area +
medium tree +
large tree
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2 Ke G/ 22fté CIFOU2NE b2

AThereis/y 2 2YS AGaDNBSY aplecededtddietailbrédLINE
to community needs

A Cool Factor includes most elements of Green Famecedents put
strategies & weighting are based eaientifically-proven cooling
benefits

A Some Green Factor strategies are duplicative of existing stormwater
standardsg keeping them couldead to less overall siteooling
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Comparison: Planting Strategies

Strategies Somerville Green

Score

Landscaped area

Vegetation

New trees

Preserved trees

Cambridge Community Development Department

Seattle Green
Factor

Proposed
Cambridge Cool
Factor

Notes on Cool
Factor

a[ 206 LI Y
YAYD My €
g LI Fyda
maturity

atftlyuoAy3
HNE azAf

LX I yda B

maturity

Score weighted by
size of tree

Weighted higher
than new trees
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Comparison: Green Infrastructure

Strategies Somerville Green

Score

Green roofs

Rain gardens,
bioswales

Bioretention
facilities x
Water features X

Vegetated walls

Cambridge Community Development Department

Seattle Green
Factor

Proposed
Cambridge Cool
Factor

Notes on Cool
Factor

Weighted by soil
depth & planting
height at maturity

Valued under
aLJd |y 0 A y 3
Valued under
aLJd |y 0 A y 3

No substantial
cooling benefit

[ a3aINBSY
Gt AGAY3I o
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Comparison: NofPlanting Strategies

Strategies Somerville Green Seattle Green Proposed Notes on Cool

Score Factor Cambridge Cool Factor
Factor

Turfgrass, mulch Turf valued under
at gy 2NJ
YAY® yé a

Pervious paving x No substantial
cooling benefit

Structural soil Included in soil
systems requirements
High-SRI paving x x Aligns with LEED
High-SRI shade Aligns with LEED
structure X x

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Main Outstanding Issues

A Setting the minimunCoolTarget

A Testing feasibility of Cool Factor on complex sites
A Rethinking public realm multiplier

A Valuing green facades & living walls

Cambridge Community Development Department
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Setting the Cool Target
ADNBIFUOSNI 2F 2LISY aLI} OS NXIjdzA NBY
Amps 61 & LINRPLIRZ2AaSR la UKS aol ast
A Tested 15%, 20%, 25% as possible minimum
A Reviewed feasibility in different zoning districts/contexts
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Cool Factor Feasibility in Residenc&3C

3 POSSIBLE
COOLING TARGETS 15%

HYPOTHETICAL
PLANS

150'-0"

20%

PERCENTAGE OF

COOL SCORE 46%

32%

Cambridge Community Development Department

59%

24%

20%

25%
/ o
—
60%

TREES
Il PLANTING AREAS
HIGH SRI PAVING



Cool Factor Feasiblility in Office

3 POSSIBLE
COOLING TARGETS

HYPOTHETICAL
PLANS

PERCENTAGE OF
COOL SCORE

15%

100-0"

37%

53%

20%

45%

38%

25%

55%

28%

TREES
Il PLANTING AREA
HIGH SRI PAVING



Cool Factor Feasibility In Business?A

3 POSSIBLE
COOLING TARGETS

HYPOTHETICAL
PLANS

PERCENTAGE OF
COOL SCORE

15% 20% 25% 25%
............... — AN /” N 7 ”\ o _\ f’/‘/ \/ \ / \/ //- -Y > 7/ \
M [ e o el e e (o s H)
| > ¥ g
reduced building
footprint
‘_-\\
=N _
— — — ——C
STREET &0 STREET 2T STREET & STREET 510 \
Additional points for
strategies within the
50% 50% 62% public realm allow
67% for flexibility
. . TREES
- - Il PLANTING AREAS
29% 21% HIGH SRI PAVING
° 16% 18% BN BUILDING CANOPY
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Cool Factor Feasiblility in Business?Aalt.)

COOLING TARGETS 15%

_ — N\
|| )
HYPOTHETICAL

PLANS

canopy structure

PERCENTAGE OF 22%
COOL SCORE

25%

Cambridge Community Development Department

15%

intensiv )
green ro .

16%

TREES
I EXTENSIVE GREEN ROOF
INTENSIVE GREEN ROOF
PLANTING AREA
SHADE STRUCTURE
HIGH SRI PAVING
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Cool Factor Feasiblility in Industry B

PERCENTAGE OF
COOL SCORE

Cambridge Community Development Department
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